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Methodological Differences Between Early vs Later Scholars of Hadith (Part 2): 


Introduction 


There has been a great deal of ignorant discussion concerning the matter of the methodological differences 
between of the early and later Scholars of Hadith. Some have claimed that there is no difference and/or that 
this differentiation is based upon blindly following some contemporary Scholars. However, if one looks at 
what Scholars before our time have said about the matter, or, more importantly, studies in detail the works 
of the earlier and later Scholars, one sees that these claims are juvenile at best. Furthermore, they 
demonstrate an extreme lack of research and experience in dealing with the Sciences of Hadith. In the 
following days, I will explain some of the most important points related to this discussion, insha'Allah. 


Who Are the “Early Scholars" of Hadith? 


When say "The Early Scholars of Hadith", we mean a great number of Scholars who spoke about the 
acceptability of narrators and who studied and criticised their narrations to determine what was confirmed 
and what wasn't. Some of the most important of these Scholars are: 


Shu'bah Ibn al-Hajjaj (d. 160 H.), Malik Ibn Anas (d. 179 H.), Yahya Ibn Sa'Id al-Qattan (d. 198 H.), 'Abdur- 
Rahman Ibn Mahdl (d. 198 H.), Muhammad Ibn Sa’d (d. 230 H.), Yahya Ibn Ma'In (d. 233 H.), 'All Ibn al- 
Madlnl (d. 234 H.) Is'haq Ibn Rahuyah (d. 238 H.), Ahmad Ibn Hanbal (d. 241 H.), Duhaym ad-Dimashql (d. 
245 H.), Muhammad Ibn Is'ma'II al-Bukharl (d. 256 H.), Abu Is'haq al-Jawzajanl (d. 259 H.), Muslim Ibn al- 
Hajjaj (d. 261 H.), Abu Zur’ah ar-RazI (d. 264 H.), Abu DawGd as-Sijistanl (d. 275 H.), Ya'qub Ibn Sufyan (d. 
277 H.), AbG Hatim ar-RazI (d. 277 H.), AbG 'Isa at-Tirmithl (d. 279 H.) AbG Bakr al-Bazzar (d. 292 H.), MGsa 
al-Hammal (d. 294 H.), AbG Bakr Ahmad Ibn HarGn al-Bardljl (d. 301 H.), AbG 'Abdir-Rahman an-Nasa'I (d. 

303 H.), Zakariyya Ibn Yahya as-Sajl (d. 307 H.), Ad-DGIabI (d. 310 H.), Al-'Uqayll (d. 322 H.), Ibn Abl Hatim 
(d. 327 H.), AbG Hatim Ibn Hibban (d. 354 H.), AbG Ahmad Ibn 'Adi al-Jarjanl (d. 365 H.), AbG Ahmad al-Hakim 
(d. 378 H.), Abul-Hasan 'All ad-Daraqutnl (d. 385 H.), AbG Bakr al-Barqanl (d. 425 H.), AbG Nu'aym al- 
Asbahanl (d. 430 H.) and AbG Bakr ai-Bayhaql (d. 458 H.). 


And there are those who, although not from these earlier generations, followed the same methodology. 
Those will be discussed in the future, insha'Allah. 


Categorising the Conditions of a Single Narrator 


The earlier Scholars would divide the conditions of some narrators into different categories. For example, he 
might be acceptable when he narrates from his books, from certain Shaykhs, from the people of certain 
countries or even on certain topics like SIrah or Tafslr. While at the same time, he might be weak when 
narrating from his memory, from certain Shaykhs, from people of certain countries or even certain topics like 
Ahkam. 


However, according to the later Scholars, they may not do this. They may, explicitly or implicitly, reject this 
type of categorisation. So, they either accept a narrator outright or reject him outright. 


For example, the earlier Scholars would reject the narration of Ma’mar Ibn Rashid from Thabit al-Bunanl, or 
'Abdul-'AzIz ad-Darawardl from 'Ubaydullah Ibn 'Umar. However, many of the later Scholars, including one of 
the most revered current day Scholars of Hadith, would accept these, and even say that that they are 
authentic according to the conditions of Al-Bukharl and Muslim. 





The Addition of a Trustworthy Narrator 


This refers to if a group of narrators narrate a Hadlth from a Shaykh, then one of them or some of them have 
something more than the others, such as attributing it to the Prophet instead of a Companion, having an 
additional phrase in the text of the Hadlth or having a complete chain instead of a broken chain. According to 
the early Scholars, each situation is judged by itself and evidence is sought to verify each addition and 
determine whether this was a mistake from the narrator or not. According to the later scholars, they 
generally held the opinion that the addition of a trustworthy narrator is accepted (Ziyadat ath-Thiqati 
Maqbulah). 


An example of this is the Hadlth of 'Abdullah Ibn 'Umar who said: "I saw the Prophet, ^JLu 5 <uJLt oJUl ^JLo, AbG 
Bakr and 'Umar walking ahead of a funeral procession." However, it was also narrated with a broken chain 
from Az-ZuhrT: "That the Prophet, *As- aJUl oJLo, used to walk in front of the funeral procession." 


The first connected narration was rejected by Imams Ahmad Ibn Hanbal, AI-BukharT, At-TirmithT, An-Nasa'T 
and many others. In fact, At-TirmithT said: "The Scholars of Hadlth; all of them view that the Mursal Hadlth of 
this (narration) is more correct." So, they all viewed that the second narration, which is weak due to having a 
break in the chain, was the actual narration. And they viewed that the addition of the complete chain was a 
mistake. 


However, the later Scholars accepted it. And some in our time even declared it to be "Authentic according to 
the conditions of Muslim." 

Dealing with Numerous Chains from a Single Narrator 


When numerous chains come from a single narrator, at first glance, it may seem that there is more than one 
narration, and consequently, they actually support each other. However, this is not how the earlier Scholars 
dealt with them. They viewed that it could be due to many factors. It could be that in reality, there are more 
than one narration. It could also be that the narrator or those who narrated from him confused different 
chains. Meaning, he or someone below him narrated a chain one way one time and another way another 
time, when in reality, it should have only been narrated one way. Likewise, after careful study, it may be 
discovered that all of the "different" chains actually converge into one, so that what was thought to be a 
supporting evidence is in reality, the same chain, but mistakenly thought to be a second one. On top of this, 
what is though to be a supporting evidence in fact proves that there is a defect in both. This is how the 
earlier scholars dealt with numerous chains from one narrator. So, they judged each chain connected to 
each Matn (text) individually, and looked for mix-ups and possible mistakes. 


The later Scholars, however, tended to judge that each was a separate narration by default, and in turn, 
have each strengthen the other. This is evident when one studies their works and compares them to those of 
the early Scholars. 


A classic example of this is the Hadlth in which Abu Bakr said: "O Messenger of Allah, you have gone grey.' 
He said: "Hud, Al-Waqi'ah, Al-Mursalat, 'Amma Yatasa’aIGn and Ithash-Shamsu Kuwwirat made be go grey. 
Narrated by At-TirmithT on the authority of 'Abdullah Ibn 'Abbas. 


The chain to this HadTth revolves around a narrator named AbG Is’haq as-SabT'T. There are approximately ten 
different chains from him for this HadTth. However, in reality, they are not actually different chains. Based on 
this, the earlier Scholars of HadTth such as, AI-BukharT, AbG Hatim ar-RazT, At-TirmithT, Al-Bazzar, MGsa Ibn 
HarGn, Ibn 'AdT and others rejected the HadTth. 


At the same time, later Scholars, including some contemporary Scholars accepted the Hadlth. Not only that, 
but they declared it authentic according to the conditions of AI-BukharT. 



And Allah Knows Best. 


— Haytham Sayfaddln (oJUl aiao). 


[Transcribed] 



